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1 . This action is responsive to the amendment and remarks filed on July 08, 2004. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5-12, 15 and 18-28 are presented for examination. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. code not included in this office action can be 
found in a prior office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-3, 5-9, 15, 18-23 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Pereira, U.S. Patent 5,809,230 (hereinafter Pereira) in view of Win et al, U.S. 
Patent 6,161,139 (hereinafter Win). 

6. Win was cited in the last office action. 
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7. As per claims 1,18 and 27, Pereira taught the invention substantially as claimed for 
managing resources in a computer network, comprising: 

receiving a login identification from a user on a given computer that uses a given 
operating system, wherein said given operating system requires that attachment of 
resources to said given computer be performed on said given computer (col. 1 , lines 47- 
54; col. 7, lines 10-37; col. 9, line 34-col. 10, line 33); 

matching the user identity with said user configuration file (col. 1, lines 47-54; col 7, 
lines 10-37; col. 9, line 34-col. 10, line 33); and 

in response to said matching step, executing a resource attachment program on said given 
computer to attach network resources to said given computer based on the user identity 
and the contents of said user configuration file (col. 1, lines 47-54; col. 7, lines 10-37; 
col. 9, line 34-col. 10, line 33). 

8. Pereira did not teach, defining configuration file for each network user. Win taught a 
similar system comprising: 

defining the contents of a configuration file for each network user (col. 12, lines 45-50; 
col. 15, lines 30-37). 

9. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Pereira and Win because Win's system of 
defining configuration file for each network user would increase the functionality of Pereira' s 
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system by providing resource access control for user accessing a computer over the network (col. 
2, lines 35-49). 

10. As per claims 2 and 15, Pereira and Win taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claims 1 and 18 above. Win further taught wherein the contents of the configuration file are 
defined by a network administrator (col. 12, lines 45-50). 

11. As per claim 3, Pereira and Win taught the invention substantially as claimed in claim 1 
above. Win further taught wherein the configuration file is stored on a network server (col. 12, 
lines 2-6; col. 16, lines 43-54; col. 23, lines 20-23). 

12. As per claims 5 and 19, Pereira and Win taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claims 1 and 18 above. Pereira further taught wherein said resource attachment program is 
stored on the chent computer (col. 7, lines 19-22). 

13. As per claims 6 and 20, Pereira and Win taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claims 1 and 18 above. Win further taught wherein the resource attachment program is stored on 
a network server (fig. 7; col. 12, lines 51-53). 

14. As per claims 7 and 21 , Pereira and Win taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claims 1 and 18 above. Win further taught wherein the step of attaching resources to a client 



Application/Control Number: 09/726,266 
Art Unit: 21 54 



Page 5 



further comprises creating a record of all successfully attached resources (col 13, lines 16-19; 
col. 23, lines 25-32). 

15. As per claims 8 and 22, Pereira and Win taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claims 7 and 21 above. Win further taught wherein the record is stored on the client (col 13, 
lines 20-21; col 23, lines 47-51). 

16. As per claims 9 and 23, Pereira and Win taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claims 7 and 21 above. Win further taught wherein the record is stored on a network server (col. 
13, lines 21-23). 

17. Claims 10-11, 24-25 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pereira and Win in view of Hudson et al, U.S. Patent 6,055,637 (hereinafter Hudson). 

18. Hudson was cited in the last office action. 

1 9. As per claims 1 0, 24 and 28, Pereira and Win taught the invention substantially as 
claimed in claims 1,18 and 27 above. Pereira and Win did not teach unattaching the resources 
when the user log out. Hudson taught comprising: 

receiving a log out command from the user and unattaching the attached resources (col. 1, 
lines 67-col 2, lines 2; col 5, lines 64-col. 6, lines 4). 
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20. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Pereira, Win and Hudson because Hudson's 
teaching of unattaching the resources would increase the efficiency of Pereira's and Win's 
systems by allowing the unattached resources to be allocating to another user. 

21. As per claims 1 1 and 25, Pereira and Win taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claims 7 and 21 above. Pereira and Win did not teach deleting the record of attached resources 
when a user log out. Hudson taught comprising: 

receiving a log out command from the user and deleting the record of attached resources 
(col. 5, lines 64-col 6, lines 4). 

22. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Pereira, Win and Hudson because Hudson's 
teaching of deleting the record of attached resources would increase the security of Pereira's and 
Win's systems by preventing another user from accessing the record of attached resources. 

23. Claims 12 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pereira, 
Win in view of Bauer et al, U.S. Patent 5,819,047 (hereinafter Bauer). 



24. 



Bauer was cited in the last office action. 
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25. As per claims 12 and 26, Pereira and Win taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claims 1 and 1 8 above. Pereira and Win did not teach the client computer uses the UNIX 
operating system. Bauer taught wherein the client computer uses the UNIX operating system 
(col. 1, lines 31-40; col. 3, lines 31-48). 

26. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Pereira, Win and Bauer because Bauer's 
teaching of using the UNIX operating system would enhance Pereira' s and Win's systems by 
increasing the field of use in their systems. 

27. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3, 5-12, 15 and 18-28, filed 07/08/04, 
have been fully considered but are not deemed to be persuasive and are moot in view of the new 
grounds of rejection. 

28. TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. AppUcant is reminded of the extension of time 
poHcy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply 
is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is 
not mailed until after the end of the THREE MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
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MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. Any inquiry concerning this 
communication or earlier communications form the examiner should be directed to Philip Lee 
whose telephone number is (703) 305-7721 . Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the 
status of this application should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 305-9600. 



Philip Lee 




JOHN FOLLANSBEE 
IPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



